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after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 



2. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 USC § 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 



Claim 1 : the claim fails to clearly identify the purpose of the step "evaluating the loan 
information", because the remaining steps "identifying one or more rules", "retrieving stored 
loan information" and "transforming the retrieved information" can be performed without 
performing the evaluation step. 

This defect renders the claim indefinite and unclear. 
The examiner has analyzed the claim based upon the interpretation that the claimed invention 
performs the aforementioned steps without any relationship to the evaluating step. 



Claim 1 further recites "transforming the retrieved information into one or more outputs" 
fails to specify what the output is. It only states that the (one or more) outputs are based on at 
least one of the one or more rules. The claim fails to define and particularly point out what the 
output is. 
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Additionally, one of ordinary skill in the art cannot ascertain how the step of 
transformation is relevant to the loan information as specified in the process steps of the claim. 
This deficiency is also inherited by all dependent claims and product claims. 

Claims 10-13 are also rejected under USC § 1 12 based upon the following explanation. 
Exemplary claim 10 recites that the one or more rules are sequenced prior to the step of 
transforming. Since the transformation of the retrieved loan information is based on "one or 
more rules", the transformation does not depend on any relationship (or sequencing) amongst 
the rules them selves. Similarly the features recited in claims 11-12, also cannot be clearly 
related to the independent claim 1 and therefore are rendered indefinite. Claim 13 depends on 
claim 1 1 and therefore contains same deficiency as parent claims 10 and 11. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 



4. Claims 1-8 and 14-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being clearly anticipated by 
Katz et al. (US 6,993,505). (hereafter Katz). 
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With regards to claim 1, Katz discloses a method for processing loan information using a 
financial system, comprising the steps of: 

receiving loan information from one or more source systems; 

(col. 5 L 65- col. 6 1 4 "collecting and analyzing loan data from all the offices of a 
financial institution", col. 7 L 32-39, "variety of sources are fed into a computer system" ); 
storing the loan information in one or more staging tables; 

(col. 6 1 36- 52, "central repository") 

evaluating the loan information stored in the one or more staging tables using 
one or more triggers such that any one of the one or more triggers is satisfied based 
on one or more predetermined conditions; 

(col. 6 L 53-60, year-to-date analysis for further processing, col. 7 L 47-58 "analysis and 
reporting" the loan data is evaluated for CRA and HMDA compliance and col. 10 L 21-24 " only 
processes those accounts that are either new bookings or were renewed or received line 
increases during the current processing period") 

identifying one or more rules, when at least one of the one or more triggers is 
satisfied; 

(col. CRA and HMDA (fair lending acts) requirements) 

retrieving stored loan information from at least one of the one or more staging 
tables to form retrieved information, when at least one of the one or more triggers is 
satisfied; and 

(col. 6 L 53-60, year-to-date analysis for further processing, col. 7 L 47-58 "analysis and 
reporting" the loan data is evaluated for CRA and HMDA compliance and col. 10 L 21-24 " only 
processes those accounts that are either new bookings or were renewed or received line 
increases during the current processing period") 

transforming the retrieved information into one or more outputs based on at 
least one of the one or more rules. 

(COL. 6 1 53-60 "internal MIS reports are prepared and regulatory fillings are 
developed). 

Claim 2: Katz teaches, linking the one or more source systems to the financial system. (Figure 1, 
various feeds are linked to the financial system). 

Claim 3: Katz teaches, storing the one or more outputs in a data repository, (refer to claim 1 
storing is inherent to such a system). 
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Claim 4: Katz teaches, responding the stored one or more outputs. 

(col. 14 Year-to Date Master maintenance) 

Claim 5. Katz teaches, (the method of claim 4), further comprising the step of: 

defining the one or more source systems to include loan information for one or 
more mortgages. 

(lending data from all the offices of a financial institution). 

Claim 6. Katz teaches, converting the received Loan information to a predetermined format for 
the financial system. 

(col. 6 L 36+ "data is normalized to a standard format") 

Claims 7 and 8. Katz teaches, wherein said step of evaluating further comprises the step of: 

defining at least one of the one or more predetermined conditions as a 
financial event, and defining the financial event as a change in status for a loan. 

(col. 7 L 32+ "certain types of information.. such as credit line increases"). 

Product claims 14-21 are analyzed in accordance with the respective method claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Katz. 

Katz, fails to teach one or more specific financial events associated with the one or more 
staging tables. However, Official notice is taken that such events are old and well known in the 
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art of loan processing and management. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill of 
the art at time of the invention to define the financial event as any type of financial events 
because it would allow the prior art of Katz to cover broad range of financial events and because 
it would improve Katz in terms of its usefulness. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JAGDISH PATEL whose telephone number is (571) 272-6748. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 800AM-600PM M-Th. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent Millin can be reached on (571) 272-6747. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 517-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 



^Jagdish N. Patel 
(Primary Examiner, AU 3624) 




3/20/06 



